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Experimental results are presented on event-by-event net-proton fluctuation measurements in Pb–Pb 
collisions at √sNN = 2.76 TeV, recorded by the ALICE detector at the CERN LHC. These measurements 
have as their ultimate goal an experimental test of Lattice QCD (LQCD) predictions on second and higher 
order cumulants of net-baryon distributions to search for critical behavior near the QCD phase boundary. 
Before confronting them with LQCD predictions, account has to be taken of correlations stemming from 
baryon number conservation as well as fluctuations of participating nucleons. Both effects influence the 
experimental measurements and are usually not considered in theoretical calculations. For the first time, 
it is shown that event-by-event baryon number conservation leads to subtle long-range correlations 
arising from very early interactions in the collisions.
© 2020 European Organization for Nuclear Research. Published by Elsevier B.V. This is an open access 
article under the CC BY license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/). Funded by SCOAP3.
Phase transitions in strongly interacting matter can be ad-
dressed by investigating the response of the system to exter-
nal perturbations via measurements of fluctuations of conserved 
charges such as baryon number or electric charge [1,2]. At LHC en-
ergies there would be, for vanishing light quark masses (u and d 
quarks), a temperature-driven second order phase transition be-
tween a hadron gas and a quark–gluon plasma [3]. For realistic 
quark masses this transition becomes a smooth cross over [4,5]. 
However, because of the small masses of the current quarks, one 
can still probe critical phenomena at LHC energies (vanishing 
baryon chemical potential) as reported in [6]. Indeed, recent LQCD 
calculations [4,5] exhibit a rather strong signal for the existence of 
a pseudo-critical chiral temperature of about 156 MeV. Moreover, 
this pseudo-critical temperature is in agreement with the chemi-
cal freeze-out temperature as extracted by the analysis of hadron 
multiplicities [7,8] measured by the ALICE experiment. This implies 
that the strongly interacting matter created in central collisions of 
Pb nuclei at LHC energies freezes out very near the chiral phase 
transition line. Hence, the singularities arising from the second or-
der phase transition can be captured by measuring fluctuations 
of conserved charges such as the net-baryon number. Evaluated 
within the framework of the Hadron Resonance Gas (HRG), net-
baryon distributions coincide with the Skellam distribution, which 
is the probability distribution of the difference of two random vari-
ables, each generated from statistically independent Poisson distri-
butions [9,10]. In fact, at the pseudo-critical temperature of 156 
MeV, similar to the HRG framework, LQCD also predicts a Skel-
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lam behavior for the second cumulants of net-baryons, while the 
fourth cumulants of net-baryons from LQCD are significantly below 
the corresponding Skellam baseline [11,12].
Conserved quantities of course fluctuate only in sub-regions 
of the available total phase space of the reaction. In statistical 
mechanics they are, hence, analyzed within the Grand Canonical 
Ensemble (GCE) [13] formulation, where only the average num-
ber of net-baryons are conserved. In order to compare theoretical 
calculations within the GCE, such as the HRG [7] and LQCD [4,5], 
with experimental results, the data are analyzed in different accep-
tance windows by imposing selection criteria on rapidity and/or 
transverse momentum of the detected particles. Indeed, if the se-
lected acceptance window is too small, possible dynamical cor-
relations will be washed out and the measured fluctuations will 
approach the Poisson limit [14], implying that net-baryons will be 
distributed according to the Skellam distribution.
Recently the effects of limited acceptance were studied [15]. 
There, it was investigated under which conditions net-baryon fluc-
tuations depend on the size of the acceptance. An obvious case 
is fluctuations caused by correlations due to baryon number con-
servation. To identify these and other long-range correlations it is 
interesting to perform the experimental analysis as a function of 
the acceptance size.
The analysis is set up by providing the necessary definitions. 
Given the number of baryons (nB) and antibaryons (nB), the first 
and second cumulants of the net-baryon probability distribution 




nB P (nB) = 〈nB〉 , (1)
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We note that, the first and second cumulants correspond to the 
expected value and the variance of net-baryon distribution, re-
spectively. The second cumulant can be represented as a sum of 
the corresponding cumulants for single baryons and antibaryons 
plus the correlation term for the joint probability distributions of 
baryons and antibaryons P (nB, nB)




















nBnB P (nB,nB). (4)
Equation (3) shows that, for vanishing correlations between 







), the second cumulant 
of net-baryons is exactly equal to the sum of the corresponding 
second cumulants for baryons and antibaryons.
The data presented below were obtained by analyzing about 
13 × 106 minimum-bias (cf. [16] for definition) Pb–Pb events at 
a center-of-mass energy per nucleon–nucleon pair of 
√
sNN =
2.76 TeV recorded by the ALICE detector [17] in the year 2010. 
Two forward scintillator arrays (V0) are located on either side 
of the interaction point and cover the pseudorapidity intervals 
2.8 < η < 5.1 and −3.7 < η < −1.7 [18]. A minimum-bias trigger 
condition is defined by requiring a combination of hits in the two 
innermost layers of the ITS and coincidence in both V0 detectors. 
The event centrality is selected based on the signal amplitudes in 
the V0 detectors [18].
The detectors used for track reconstruction are the Time Projec-
tion Chamber (TPC) [19] and the Inner Tracking System (ITS) [20]. 
In order to keep the tracking efficiency as high as possible, only 
the TPC detector was used for particle identification, while pre-
cise vertex determination was performed with the ITS detector. 
The track selection criteria used are described in Section 3.1 of 
[21]. Charged particle tracks with at least 80 out of maximum of 
159 specific energy loss (dE/dx) samples in the TPC were used in 
this analysis for the best particle identification. Moreover, in or-
der to suppress contributions of secondary particles from weak 
decays, the distance-of-closest-approach (DCA) of the extrapolated 
track to the primary collision vertex was taken to be less than 2 
cm along the beam direction. In the transverse plane, a more re-
strictive and transverse momentum (pT) dependent DCA cut of less 
than (0.018 cm + 0.035p−1.01T ) with pT in GeV/c, was imposed [22].
Since the energy loss of charged particles in the gas volume 
of the TPC depends explicitly on the particle momentum (p), the 
analysis was performed in momentum space. Correspondingly, the 
particle identification (PID) procedure consists of correlating par-
ticle momentum with the specific energy loss dE/dx. This allows 
the event-by-event fluctuation analysis to be performed with high 
overall reconstruction efficiency of about 80% for protons, almost 
independent of the collision centrality. The latter is important be-
cause small efficiencies induce Poisson fluctuations. To ensure the 
best possible dE/dx resolution, the phase space coverage was re-
stricted to 0.6 < p < 1.5 GeV/c and |η| < 0.8 for the present anal-
ysis. The corresponding pT range at |η| = 0.8 is about 0.45 < pT <
1.12 GeV/c, which gradually approaches the used momentum range 
towards midrapidity. Moreover, a differential analysis is provided 
as function of η in the range η = 0.2 to 1.6.
The cumulants of net-protons were then reconstructed using 
the Identity Method (IM) [21,23–27]. This method is designed to 
deal efficiently with the overlapping dE/dx distributions of pro-
tons, kaons, pions and electrons considered in the present analysis. 
Their specific probability distributions were obtained by unfolding 
the moments of the measured multiplicity distributions for each 











where j stands for a particle type, xi denotes the measured values 
of dE/dx for a given track i and ρ j(x) is the inclusive dE/dx dis-
tribution of particle type j within a specified phase space bin. The 
summation in Eq. (5) runs over all selected n tracks in the given 
event. The pure and mixed moments of the W j distributions were 
calculated by averaging over all events, leading to the moments of 
the true multiplicity distributions.
The IM is based on input of moments of W j distributions and 
inclusive dE/dx fits in bins of momentum and pseudorapidity. The 
dE/dx distributions were fit with generalized Gaussian functions, 
taking into account non-Gaussian components of the experimen-
tal dE/dx distributions. The fits of inclusive distributions of dE/dx
were performed separately for positively and negatively charged 
particles in 20 MeV/c momentum and 0.1 units of η bins.
In the upper panel of Fig. 1 the centrality dependence of the 
efficiency-corrected second cumulants of net-protons is compared 
with the sum of the mean multiplicities (first cumulants) of pro-
tons and antiprotons. Also included are the first and second cu-
mulants of protons and antiprotons. The efficiency correction for 
the cumulants is performed by using proton and anti-proton effi-
ciencies in analytic formulas derived in [28,29] assuming binomial 
efficiency losses. The characteristics of the ALICE detector response 
and applied analysis procedure ensures that this assumption is ful-
filled. The accuracy of the correction procedure was estimated to 
be on the percent level and is included in the systematic uncer-
tainties. We note that possible corrections for volume fluctuations 
such as discussed in [30,31] were not applied to the data since, at 
LHC energies, second cumulants of net protons, our main observ-
able, are free from such effects [32].
The subsample approach was chosen to estimate the statisti-
cal uncertainties of the reconstructed cumulants [21,33]. In order 
to evaluate systematic uncertainties stemming from track selec-
tion criteria, the applied selection ranges were varied around their 
nominal values. Other sources of systematic uncertainties originate 
from the parameters of the ρ j(xi) functions, entering Eq. (5). The 
latter was estimated by hypothesis testing using the Kolmogorov-
Smirnov (K-S) statistics. For this purpose the parameters of the 
ρ j(xi) functions were varied by testing the null hypothesis that 
measured dE/dx distributions and fit functions are similar within 
a given significance level of 10% (cf. [21,33] for details). The final 
systematic uncertainties on cumulants were computed by adding 
in quadrature the maximum systematic variations from individual 
contributions.
By their definition, cumulants are extensive quantities, i.e., are 
proportional to the system volume. This also explains the central-
ity dependence of all cumulants, presented in the upper panel of 
Fig. 1. To remove the system size dependence, normalized cumu-
lants R1 and R2 are introduced as
R1 = κ2(np − np)/ < np + np >, R2 = κ2(np)/ < np > . (6)
In the middle and bottom panels of Fig. 1, deviations from unity 
are visible for both R1 and R2. Moreover, the amount of deviation 
for R2 is about twice as large compared to that of R1.
In order to shed light on these observations, the results are 
compared with predictions from a model constructed recently [32], 
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Fig. 1. Measured second cumulants of net-proton distributions (red solid boxes) 
compared with the sum of the mean multiplicities (open squares). The second cu-
mulants of single proton and antiproton distributions are presented with the filled 
and open circles, respectively. The first cumulants of protons and antiprotons are 
hardly distinguishable because of the nearly equal mean numbers of protons and 
antiprotons at LHC energy. In the middle and bottom panels the normalized cu-
mulants R1 and R2 are presented. The band visible in the bottom panel is the 
prediction for R2 in the presence of volume fluctuations [32].
in which participant fluctuations are included following the analy-
sis of the ALICE centrality selection [18]. Within uncertainties, the 
model predictions are fully consistent with the measured R2 val-
ues, lending support to the interpretation that volume fluctuations 
are at the origin of the observed deviation. This is also supported 
by the observation of a small structure observed in the 10–20% 
centrality class, where, compared to the first two centrality classes, 
the centrality bin width is doubled.
On the other hand, by construction, for vanishing net-proton 
numbers, R1 should not contain any contributions from volume 
fluctuations, i.e., the values of R1 obtained from the model should 
be consistent with unity [32]. In fact at LHC energies R1 becomes a 
strongly intensive quantity [34]. The origin for the deviation of the 
measured R1 values from unity must therefore be beyond the vol-
ume fluctuations scenario. To further understand these differences, 
the acceptance dependence is studied.
The analysis is performed in eight different pseudorapidity in-
tervals from |η| < 0.1 up to |η| < 0.8 in steps of 0.1. The obtained 
normalized second cumulants R1 of net-protons are presented in 
Fig. 2. Again the data are below unity, with the deviation linearly 
increasing with increasing acceptance.
Such a behavior was predicted based on the assumption of 
global baryon number conservation [32,36,37], which induces cor-
relations between protons and antiprotons leading to the following 
dependence on the acceptance factor α
R1 = 1 − α, (7)














referring to the mean 
number of protons inside the acceptance and the mean number 
of baryons in full phase space. It should be further noted that, for 
Fig. 2. Pseudorapidity dependence of the normalized second cumulants of net-
protons R1. Global baryon number conservation is depicted as the pink band. The 
dashed lines represent the predictions from the model with local baryon number 
conservation [35]. The blue solid line, represents the prediction using the HIJING 
generator.
non-central collisions, baryon transport to mid-rapidity has to be 
taken into account, which is rather model dependent. In order to 
avoid the model dependence, the comparison is performed only 
for the central events and in the estimate of the alpha parame-
ter only produced baryons are used. In doing so, the number of 
baryons are used in the pseudorapidity range of |η| < 0.5 as re-
ported in [16,38–40]. Next, using HIJING and AMPT simulations, 
estimates were obtained for the total average number of baryons 





into the definition of α (cf. Eq. (7)) was taken from the current 
analysis for each pseudorapidity interval. Finally, using these val-
ues of α, the pink band in Fig. 2 is calculated with Eq. (7). The 
finite width of the band reflects the difference between predictions 
of the two event generators.
Inspection of Fig. 2 shows that, for small pseudorapidity ranges 
of |η| < 0.4 corresponding to η < 0.8, the experimentally mea-
sured net-proton distributions closely follow a Skellam distribu-
tion. This agreement is expected because of the small acceptance 
window as discussed above. For η > 0.8, deviations from the 
Skellam distribution are observed. The amount of deviation is 
small but significant and in good agreement with the prediction 
assuming global baryon number conservation. The observed devi-
ation is therefore consistent with the assumption of global baryon 
number conservation, i.e. conservation within the full phase space.
On the other hand, local baryon number conservation may 
induce additional correlations between protons and antiprotons, 
which would lead to a further reduction of the measured κ2(np −
np) [35]. In Fig. 2 the data are compared to the predictions from 
an analysis of effects of local baryon number conservation for dif-
ferent values of correlation width ycorr between protons and an-
tiprotons. Within the experimental uncertainties the data are best 
described with the assumption of global baryon number conserva-
tion, which corresponds to the correlation width ycorr = 2|ybeam|
but, within one standard deviation (1.56 for the last point at 
η = 1.6), the data are also consistent with a large correlation 
width of ycorr = 5 [35]. We find that for ycorr = 4.5, with a 5%
significance level, the last point is not consistent with the experi-
mental data. The results from the HIJING event generator (cf. blue 
solid line in Fig. 2), which can be described with ycorr = 2, and 
from a recent study reported in [41] would imply much stronger 
correlations between protons and antiprotons, not consistent with 
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the experimental data. We note here that correlations arising from 
baryon or charge conservation have also been analyzed in the 
framework of balance functions [42,43]. Such an analysis could also 
shed interesting light on global vs. local baryon conservation.
From the present results it is concluded that effects due to lo-
cal baryon number conservation are not large, if present at all in 
second cumulants of net-protons. The large correlation length ob-
served in the data implies that the normalized second cumulant R1 
is determined by collisions in the very early phase of the Pb–Pb in-
teraction [44]. We note that long range rapidity correlations were 
investigated in other contexts in [45,46]. The search for critical 
behavior, as predicted for higher cumulants of net-baryon distri-
butions [12,47], will be the topic of future investigations.
Declaration of competing interest
The authors declare that they have no known competing finan-
cial interests or personal relationships that could have appeared to 
influence the work reported in this paper.
Acknowledgements
The ALICE Collaboration would like to thank all its engineers 
and technicians for their invaluable contributions to the construc-
tion of the experiment and the CERN accelerator teams for the 
outstanding performance of the LHC complex. The ALICE Collab-
oration gratefully acknowledges the resources and support pro-
vided by all Grid centres and the Worldwide LHC Computing Grid 
(WLCG) collaboration. The ALICE Collaboration acknowledges the 
following funding agencies for their support in building and run-
ning the ALICE detector: A. I. Alikhanyan National Science Labora-
tory (Yerevan Physics Institute) Foundation (ANSL), State Commit-
tee of Science and World Federation of Scientists (WFS), Armenia; 
Austrian Academy of Sciences, Austrian Science Fund (FWF): [M 
2467-N36] and Nationalstiftung für Forschung, Technologie und 
Entwicklung, Austria; Ministry of Communications and High Tech-
nologies, National Nuclear Research Center, Azerbaijan; Conselho 
Nacional de Desenvolvimento Científico e Tecnológico (CNPq), Fi-
nanciadora de Estudos e Projetos (Finep), Fundação de Amparo à 
Pesquisa do Estado de São Paulo (FAPESP) and Universidade Fed-
eral do Rio Grande do Sul (UFRGS), Brazil; Ministry of Education of 
China (MOEC), Ministry of Science & Technology of China (MSTC) 
and National Natural Science Foundation of China (NSFC), China; 
Ministry of Science and Education and Croatian Science Foun-
dation, Croatia; Centro de Aplicaciones Tecnológicas y Desarrollo 
Nuclear (CEADEN), Cubaenergía, Cuba; The Ministry of Education, 
Youth and Sports of the Czech Republic, Czech Republic; The Dan-
ish Council for Independent Research Natural Sciences, the Villum 
Fonden and Danish National Research Foundation (DNRF), Den-
mark; Helsinki Institute of Physics (HIP), Finland; Commissariat à 
l’Énergie Atomique (CEA), Institut National de Physique Nucléaire 
et de Physique des Particules (IN2P3) and Centre National de la 
Recherche Scientifique (CNRS) and Région des Pays de la Loire, 
France; Bundesministerium für Bildung und Forschung (BMBF) 
and GSI Helmholtzzentrum für Schwerionenforschung GmbH, Ger-
many; General Secretariat for Research and Technology, Ministry of 
Education, Research and Religions, Greece; National Research De-
velopment and Innovation Office, Hungary; Department of Atomic 
Energy, Government of India (DAE), Department of Science and 
Technology, Government of India (DST), University Grants Com-
mission, Government of India (UGC) and Council of Scientific and 
Industrial Research (CSIR), India; Indonesian Institute of Sciences, 
Indonesia; Centro Fermi - Museo Storico della Fisica e Centro Studi 
e Ricerche Enrico Fermi and Istituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucle-
are (INFN), Italy; Institute for Innovative Science and Technology, 
Nagasaki Institute of Applied Science (IIST), Japanese Ministry of 
Education, Culture, Sports, Science and Technology (MEXT) and 
Japan Society for the Promotion of Science (JSPS) KAKENHI, Japan; 
Consejo Nacional de Ciencia y Tecnología (CONACYT), through 
Fondo de Cooperación Internacional en Ciencia y Tecnología (FON-
CICYT) and Dirección General de Asuntos del Personal Academico 
(DGAPA), Mexico; Nederlandse Organisatie voor Wetenschappelijk 
Onderzoek (NWO), Netherlands; The Research Council of Norway, 
Norway; Commission on Science and Technology for Sustainable 
Development in the South (COMSATS), Pakistan; Pontificia Uni-
versidad Católica del Perú, Peru; Ministry of Science and Higher 
Education and National Science Centre, Poland; Korea Institute of 
Science and Technology Information and National Research Foun-
dation of Korea (NRF), Republic of Korea; Ministry of Education 
and Scientific Research, Institute of Atomic Physics and Ministry of 
Research and Innovation and Institute of Atomic Physics, Romania; 
Joint Institute for Nuclear Research (JINR), Ministry of Education 
and Science of the Russian Federation, National Research Centre 
Kurchatov Institute, Russian Science Foundation and Russian Foun-
dation for Basic Research, Russia; Ministry of Education, Science, 
Research and Sport of the Slovak Republic, Slovakia; National Re-
search Foundation of South Africa, South Africa; Swedish Research 
Council (VR) and Knut & Alice Wallenberg Foundation (KAW), 
Sweden; European Organization for Nuclear Research, Switzerland; 
Suranaree University of Technology (SUT), National Science and 
Technology Development Agency (NSDTA) and Office of the Higher 
Education Commission under NRU project of Thailand, Thailand; 
Turkish Atomic Energy Agency (TAEK), Turkey; National Academy 
of Sciences of Ukraine, Ukraine; Science and Technology Facilities 
Council (STFC), United Kingdom; National Science Foundation of 
the United States of America (NSF) and United States Department 
of Energy, Office of Nuclear Physics (DOE NP), United States of 
America.
References
[1] V. Koch, Hadronic fluctuations and correlations, in: R. Stock (Ed.), Relativis-
tic Heavy Ion Physics, 2010, http://materials .springer.com /lb /docs /sm _lbs _978 -
3 -642 -01539 -7 _20.
[2] STAR Collaboration, L. Adamczyk, et al., Energy dependence of moments of net-
proton multiplicity distributions at RHIC, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112 (2014) 032302, 
arXiv:1309 .5681 [nucl -ex].
[3] M.A. Stephanov, QCD phase diagram and the critical point, Prog. Theor. Phys. 
Suppl. 153 (2004) 139–156, arXiv:hep -ph /0402115 [hep -ph], Int. J. Mod. Phys. 
A 20 (2005) 4387.
[4] A. Bazavov, et al., The chiral and deconfinement aspects of the QCD transition, 
Phys. Rev. D 85 (2012) 054503, arXiv:1111.1710 [hep -lat].
[5] S. Borsanyi, Z. Fodor, J.N. Guenther, S.K. Katz, K.K. Szabo, A. Pasztor, I. Portillo, 
C. Ratti, Higher order fluctuations and correlations of conserved charges from 
lattice QCD, J. High Energy Phys. 10 (2018) 205, arXiv:1805 .04445 [hep -lat].
[6] B. Friman, F. Karsch, K. Redlich, V. Skokov, Fluctuations as probe of the QCD 
phase transition and freeze-out in heavy ion collisions at LHC and RHIC, Eur. 
Phys. J. C 71 (2011) 1694, arXiv:1103 .3511 [hep -ph].
[7] A. Andronic, P. Braun-Munzinger, K. Redlich, J. Stachel, Decoding the phase 
structure of QCD via particle production at high energy, Nature 561 (7723) 
(2018) 321–330, arXiv:1710 .09425 [nucl -th].
[8] A. Andronic, P. Braun-Munzinger, B. Friman, P.M. Lo, K. Redlich, J. Stachel, The 
thermal proton yield anomaly in Pb-Pb collisions at the LHC and its resolution, 
Phys. Lett. B 792 (2019) 304–309, arXiv:1808 .03102 [hep -ph].
[9] K. Redlich, Probing QCD chiral cross over transition in heavy ion collisions with 
fluctuations, Cent. Eur. J. Phys. 10 (2012) 1254–1257, arXiv:1207.2610 [hep -ph].
[10] J.G. Skellam, The frequency distribution of the difference between two Poisson 
variates belonging to different populations, J. R. Stat. Soc. A 109 (3) (1946) 296.
[11] HotQCD Collaboration, A. Bazavov, et al., Chiral crossover in QCD at zero and 
non-zero chemical potentials, Phys. Lett. B 795 (2019) 15–21, arXiv:1812 .08235
[hep -lat].
[12] A. Bazavov, et al., The QCD equation of state to O(μ6B ) from Lattice QCD, Phys. 
Rev. D 95 (5) (2017) 054504, arXiv:1701.04325 [hep -lat].
[13] L.D. Landau, E.M. Lifshitz, Statistical Physics, Pergamon Press, 1980.
[14] A. Bzdak, V. Koch, Acceptance corrections to net baryon and net charge cumu-
lants, Phys. Rev. C 86 (2012) 044904, arXiv:1206 .4286 [nucl -th].
[15] P. Braun-Munzinger, A. Rustamov, J. Stachel, Experimental results on fluctua-
tions of conserved charges confronted with predictions from canonical ther-
modynamics, Nucl. Phys. A 982 (2019) 307–310, arXiv:1807.08927 [nucl -th].
ALICE Collaboration / Physics Letters B 807 (2020) 135564 5
[16] ALICE Collaboration, B. Abelev, et al., Centrality dependence of π , K, p produc-
tion in Pb-Pb collisions at √sN N = 2.76 TeV, Phys. Rev. C 88 (2013) 044910, 
arXiv:1303 .0737 [hep -ex].
[17] ALICE Collaboration, K. Aamodt, et al., The ALICE experiment at the CERN LHC, 
J. Instrum. 3 (2008) S08002.
[18] ALICE Collaboration, B. Abelev, et al., Centrality determination of Pb-Pb col-
lisions at √sN N = 2.76 TeV with ALICE, Phys. Rev. C 88 (4) (2013) 044909, 
arXiv:1301.4361 [nucl -ex].
[19] J. Alme, et al., The ALICE TPC, a large 3-dimensional tracking device with fast 
readout for ultra-high multiplicity events, Nucl. Instrum. Methods A 622 (2010) 
316–367, arXiv:1001.1950 [physics .ins -det].
[20] G. Dellacasa, et al., ALICE Collaboration, ALICE technical design report of the 
inner tracking system (ITS), CERN-LHCC-99-12, 1999.
[21] ALICE Collaboration, S. Acharya, et al., Relative particle yield fluctuations in 
Pb-Pb collisions at √sNN = 2.76 TeV, Eur. Phys. J. C 79 (3) (2019) 236, 
arXiv:1712 .07929 [nucl -ex].
[22] ALICE Collaboration, K. Aamodt, et al., Suppression of charged particle produc-
tion at large transverse momentum in central Pb-Pb collisions at √sN N = 2.76 
TeV, Phys. Lett. B 696 (2011) 30–39, arXiv:1012 .1004 [nucl -ex].
[23] M. Gazdzicki, K. Grebieszkow, M. Mackowiak, S. Mrowczynski, Identity method 
to study chemical fluctuations in relativistic heavy-ion collisions, Phys. Rev. C 
83 (2011) 054907, arXiv:1103 .2887 [nucl -th].
[24] M.I. Gorenstein, Identity method for particle number fluctuations and correla-
tions, Phys. Rev. C 84 (2011) 024902, arXiv:1106 .4473 [nucl -th], Erratum: Phys. 
Rev. C 97 (2) (2018) 029903.
[25] A. Rustamov, M.I. Gorenstein, Identity method for moments of multiplicity dis-
tribution, Phys. Rev. C 86 (2012) 044906, arXiv:1204 .6632 [nucl -th].
[26] T. Anticic, et al., Phase-space dependence of particle-ratio fluctuations in Pb + 
Pb collisions from 20 A to 158 A GeV beam energy, Phys. Rev. C 89 (5) (2014) 
054902, arXiv:1310 .3428 [nucl -ex].
[27] M. Arslandok, A. Rustamov, Tidentity module for the reconstruction of the 
moments of multiplicity distributions, Nucl. Instrum. Methods A 946 (2019) 
162622, http://www.sciencedirect .com /science /article /pii /S0168900219311222.
[28] A. Bzdak, V. Koch, Acceptance corrections to net baryon and net charge cumu-
lants, Phys. Rev. C 86 (2012) 044904, arXiv:1206 .4286 [nucl -th].
[29] A. Bzdak, V. Koch, Local efficiency corrections to higher order cumulants, Phys. 
Rev. C 91 (2) (2015) 027901, arXiv:1312 .4574 [nucl -th].
[30] T. Sugiura, T. Nonaka, S. Esumi, Volume fluctuation and multiplicity correlation 
on higher-order cumulants, Phys. Rev. C 100 (4) (2019) 044904, arXiv:1903 .
02314 [nucl -th].
[31] X. Luo, N. Xu, Search for the QCD critical point with fluctuations of conserved 
quantities in relativistic heavy-ion collisions at RHIC: an overview, Nucl. Sci. 
Tech. 28 (8) (2017) 112, arXiv:1701.02105 [nucl -ex].
[32] P. Braun-Munzinger, A. Rustamov, J. Stachel, Bridging the gap between event-
by-event fluctuation measurements and theory predictions in relativistic nu-
clear collisions, Nucl. Phys. A 960 (2017) 114–130, arXiv:1612 .00702 [nucl -th].
[33] T. Anticic, et al., Phase-space dependence of particle-ratio fluctuations in Pb + 
Pb collisions from 20 A to 158 A GeV beam energy, Phys. Rev. C 89 (5) (2014) 
054902, arXiv:1310 .3428 [nucl -ex].
[34] M.I. Gorenstein, M. Gazdzicki, Strongly intensive quantities, Phys. Rev. C 84 
(2011) 014904, arXiv:1101.4865 [nucl -th].
[35] P. Braun-Munzinger, A. Rustamov, J. Stachel, The role of the local conservation 
laws in fluctuations of conserved charges, arXiv:1907.03032 [nucl -th].
[36] S. Mrowczynski, Measuring charge fluctuations in high-energy nuclear colli-
sions, Phys. Rev. C 66 (2002) 024904, arXiv:nucl -th /0112007 [nucl -th].
[37] A. Bzdak, V. Koch, V. Skokov, Baryon number conservation and the cumulants 
of the net proton distribution, Phys. Rev. C 87 (1) (2013) 014901, arXiv:1203 .
4529 [hep -ph].
[38] ALICE Collaboration, B.B. Abelev, et al., K 0S and 	 production in Pb-Pb collisions 
at √sN N = 2.76 TeV, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111 (2013) 222301, arXiv:1307.5530 [nucl -
ex].
[39] ALICE Collaboration, B.B. Abelev, et al., Multi-strange baryon production at 
mid-rapidity in Pb-Pb collisions at √sN N = 2.76 TeV, Phys. Lett. B 728 (2014) 
216–227, arXiv:1307.5543 [nucl -ex], Erratum: Phys. Lett. B 734 (2014) 409.
[40] P. Braun-Munzinger, A. Kalweit, K. Redlich, J. Stachel, Confronting fluctuations 
of conserved charges in central nuclear collisions at the LHC with predictions 
from Lattice QCD, Phys. Lett. B 747 (2015) 292–298, arXiv:1412 .8614 [hep -ph].
[41] C.A. Pruneau, Role of baryon number conservation in measurements of fluctu-
ations, Phys. Rev. C 100 (3) (2019) 034905, arXiv:1903 .04591 [nucl -th].
[42] S. Pratt, Correlations and fluctuations: a summary of Quark Matter 2002, Nucl. 
Phys. A 715 (2003) 389–398, arXiv:nucl -th /0308022 [nucl -th].
[43] ALICE Collaboration, B. Abelev, et al., Charge correlations using the balance 
function in Pb-Pb collisions at √sN N = 2.76 TeV, Phys. Lett. B 723 (2013) 
267–279, arXiv:1301.3756 [nucl -ex].
[44] A. Dumitru, F. Gelis, L. McLerran, R. Venugopalan, Glasma flux tubes and the 
near side ridge phenomenon at RHIC, Nucl. Phys. A 810 (2008) 91–108, arXiv:
0804 .3858 [hep -ph].
[45] A. Capella, A. Krzywicki, Unitarity corrections to short range order: long range 
rapidity correlations, Phys. Rev. D 18 (1978) 4120.
[46] V.V. Vechernin, Forward-backward correlations between multiplicities in win-
dows separated in azimuth and rapidity, Nucl. Phys. A 939 (2015) 21–45, 
arXiv:1210 .7588 [hep -ph].
[47] G.A. Almasi, B. Friman, K. Redlich, Baryon number fluctuations in chiral ef-
fective models and their phenomenological implications, Phys. Rev. D 96 (1) 
(2017) 014027, arXiv:1703 .05947 [hep -ph].
ALICE Collaboration
S. Acharya 141, D. Adamová 94, A. Adler 74, J. Adolfsson 80, M.M. Aggarwal 99, G. Aglieri Rinella 33, 
M. Agnello 30, N. Agrawal 10,53, Z. Ahammed 141, S. Ahmad 16, S.U. Ahn 76, A. Akindinov 91, 
M. Al-Turany 106, S.N. Alam 141, D.S.D. Albuquerque 122, D. Aleksandrov 87, B. Alessandro 58, 
H.M. Alfanda 6, R. Alfaro Molina 71, B. Ali 16, Y. Ali 14, A. Alici 10,26,53, A. Alkin 2, J. Alme 21, T. Alt 68, 
L. Altenkamper 21, I. Altsybeev 112, M.N. Anaam 6, C. Andrei 47, D. Andreou 33, H.A. Andrews 110, 
A. Andronic 144, M. Angeletti 33, V. Anguelov 103, C. Anson 15, T. Antičić 107, F. Antinori 56, P. Antonioli 53, 
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